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The project in a nutshell

• We aim to support and guide the MSP process by
providing the planners information and tools.

• Guideline documents
• Protection area types and how to consider them
• Protection value types

• Creating and collecting data relevant to marine
protection

• Evaluating the protection area network and 
creating method that can be used in future
evaluations



Things to consider 
when evaluating MPAs

• Types of protected areas
What are the areas trying to protect and how?

• Environmental values
Are the most important values actually protected
inside the MPAs?

Are the MPAs in  correct locations in relation to the
environmental values?

• Human activities
Are the protected areas restricting harmfull
activities?



MPAs in Finland - differing goals and protection means 
Protection values?What activities are restricted?Legal basis? implementation in regional plans?
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Environmental values

Environmental ”components”/ Groups

-Defining what parts of the environment
should be evaluated

-Analysing of what parts of the
environment are protected and what
values might be left out of the protection
areas or legal measures. (Collaboration 
with an other project (EMFF-TILA3))

-Gathering and creating data for the
protection values.

Environmental
values

Goals of marine
protection

N2000 -habitats

HUB -biotopes

FishBirds

Marine mammals
Threatened species

Diversity

Good ecological
state

Services

-Available data is utilised from Parks & 
Wildlife Finland, Natural Resources Institute 
& Finnish Evironment Institute

-The project aims to fill data gaps





Human activities

• Available human activities data gathered by Parks & Wildlife 
Finland and Finnish Environment Institute during past years.

• Human activity mapping for whole Finnish coast using 
orthophotos to get a nationally consistent dataset

• Data will be used to evaluate how protection area networks are 
influencing to the spatial distribution of the activities.

+ To determine areas free of certain activities



Spatial analysis –
Location of the MPAs



997 km2 684 km2 471 km2

461 km2 266 km2 263 km2

347 km2 131 km2 194 km2

20 km2 17 km2 12 km2

Zannichellia/ruppia spp.Fucus spp.Charales



Combining the information for planning

• IUCN classes for different protected area types can be used to display the overall protection ”strength”
• Some area types have no legally binding restrictions

• Different types are very often on top of each other

• Restriction based analysis
• Where certain activities are banned, restricted or unsuitable (considering the environment)

• Protection focus analysis
• Where are certain species/species groups/ habitats etc. are protected

• Results of the analyses: Are the important values located in the protected areas and is there actual
protective measures/legistlation?

• Are there areas with high protection values, but no actual protection Can this be used in planning?

• Results will be presented and discussed with the planning authorities of the regional councils
• In Finland 8 regional councils are responsible for the national MSP -process
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